REPORT OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE Al R FORCE
CCTOBER 1, 1999 TO SEPTEMBER 30, 2000

In conmpliance with the requirenents of Article 6(a), Uniform Code
of Mlitary Justice (UCM])), The Judge Advocate Ceneral and Deputy
Judge Advocate Ceneral made official staff inspections of field |egal
offices in the United States and overseas. They also attended and
participated in various bar association neetings and addressed nmany
civic, professional, and military organi zations.

The Judge Advocate Ceneral and ot her nenbers of the Departnent
al so participated in various events to conmenorate the 50'" anniversary
of the UCMI. On 29 Cctober 1999, The Judge Advocate Ceneral
participated in a panel discussion during the 9" annual conference on
Nati onal Security Law in a Changing Wrld in Washington, D.C. The
conference was co-sponsored by the ABA Standing Conmittee on Law and
Nati onal Security, the University of Virginia School of Law Center for
Nati onal Security Law, and the Duke University School of Law Center on
Law, Ethics and National Security. The panel, consisting of The Judge
Advocat e General, Forner Chief Judge Walter T. Cox, IIl, and Eugene R
Fidell, President, National Institute of MIlitary Justice, and
noder at or, Seni or Judge Robinson O Everett, discussed the topic:
“Fifty Years of Mlitary Justice: Does the UCMI Need To Be Changed?”

In April 2000, the twenty-sixth Interservice Mlitary Judges’
Sem nar at The Air Force Judge Advocate General School, Maxwel| AFB,
Al abama, included a dayl ong synposium dedi cated to the 50'" Anniversary
of the UCMJ. CGuest speakers included Judge Andrew S. Effron, Court of
Appeal s for the Armed Forces, Professor Lee D. Schinasi, Professor
David A Schlueter, Brigadier General Jack Rives, Brigadier General
(Ret) John Cooke, and a panel of six retired Judge Advocate Generals
of the Air Force speaking about significant mlitary justice
devel opnents during their respective terns. Attending the panel
di scussion were former TJAGs Major General Reed, Major CGeneral Bruton,
Maj or General Norris, Major General Mrehouse, Mijor General Sklute
and Maj or Ceneral Hawey. Al of the mlitary judges attending the
Interservice Seninar and a | arge nunber of Maxwell's professional
mlitary education students, faculty and special guests attended the
50'" Anniversary of the UCMJ Synposium

On 9 July 2000, The Judge Advocate General also participated in a
panel discussion during the annual neeting of the American Bar
Association in New York. The panel, consisting of The Judge Advocate
Ceneral, Professor Patricia M Gormey, M. Frank J. Spinner, and
Prof essor Elizabeth L. Hillman, and noderator, Professor David A
Schl ueter, discussed the topic: “Sex and the UCMI: 50 Years into the
Modern Era of Mlitary Justice . . . Wiy Do the Services Still
Prohi bit Fraternization, Adultery, and Unprofessional Relationships?”

THE AlR FORCE COURT OF CRI M NAL APPEALS

During fiscal year 2000, the nunber of cases referred to the
Court increased slightly, while the nunber of decisions rel eased



dropped significantly. This is probably due to the increasing | ength
of the records of trial and the nunber of issues brought on appeal.

The Court continued its “Project Qutreach” program hearing oral
argunents at the United States Air Force Acadeny, Col orado; Randol ph
AFB, Texas; and Maxwel |l AFB, Al abanma. 1In conjunction with a
Pr of essi onal Devel opnment Division recruiting effort, the Court heard
oral argunent at the Howard University School of Law. Over 100
students and faculty attended the argunent.

In Septenber 2000, the Court also revised its Internal Rul es of
Practice and Procedure.

USAF JUDI CI ARY ORGANI ZATI ON

The USAF Judiciary Directorate has responsibility for overseeing
the admnistration of mlitary justice throughout the United States
Air Force, from nonjudicial proceedings to the appellate review of
courts-martial. Additionally, the Directorate has the staff
responsibility of the Air Force Legal Services Agency in all nilitary
justice matters which arise in connection wth prograns, special
projects, studies, and inquiries generated by the Departnent of
Def ense (DoD), Headquarters USAF, nenbers of Congress, and vari ous
agencies. The Judiciary Directorate consists of the Trial Judiciary
Di vi sion, Governnment Trial and Appellate Counsel Division, Appellate
Def ense Division, Trial Defense Division, Mlitary Justice Division,
and the C enmency, Corrections and Oficer Review Division.

The director of the Judiciary is also the current chairman of the
DoD Joint Service Committee on Mlitary Justice. Normally this
chai rmanship rotates biennially anong the Services. However, in Apri
2000, the Air Force agreed to chair the conmittee for a third year.
During this fiscal year, the Commttee conducted a study on the
feasibility and desirability of an independent judiciary, nade
nuner ous conform ng changes to the Manual for Courts-Martial to
i mpl ement the expanded jurisdiction of the special courts-martial; and
finalized its 2000 annual review. 1In his capacity as the chair of the
Committee, the director attended the February 2000 ni d-year neeting of
the Anerican Bar Association in Dallas, Texas, and al so provided a
briefing at the concurrent Judge Advocate' s Associ ation nmeeting on
“Deployed MIlitary Justice.” He attended the July 2000 annual neeting
of the American Bar Association in New York and the May 2000 neeting
of the ABA Standing Conmittee on Arned Forces Law at Nellis AFB
Nevada. |In Septenber 2000, the director also briefed the Code
Comm ttee on the status of Joint Service Conmmttee projects.

TRI AL JUDI CI ARY DI VI SI ON

The Air Force Trial Judiciary had an average of 20 active duty
trial judges, 5 reserve trial judges, 10 nonconm ssioned officers and
a civilian enpl oyee court reporter assigned throughout 5 judiciary
circuits worldwide. The Chief Trial Judge, his nilitary judge
assi stant, one noncomm ssioned officer and the court reporter are
assigned to the Trial Judiciary headquarters. The nilitary judges’



duties include: presiding over all general and special courts-marti al
tried in the United States Air Force; serving as investigating

of ficers under Article 32, UCMI; acting as |egal advisors for officer
di scharge boards and ot her adninistrative boards; and serving as
hearing officers in parole violation hearings and at public hearings
hel d to consider draft environmental inpact statenents. During this
fiscal year, mlitary judges averaged approxi mately 125 days on
tenmporary duty to performthese functions at |ocations other than
their bases of assignnent.

The Chief Trial Judge made supervisory visits to all three CONUS
circuits and both of the overseas circuits to revi ew workl oad and
facilities. The Trial Judiciary has a Wb site on the Internet for
trial judges. The Wb site contains reference materials and is
updat ed continual ly.

The Twenty-Sixth Interservice Mlitary Judges’ Sem nar was
conducted by the Trial Judiciary at The Air Force Judge Advocate
CGeneral School, Maxwel| AFB, Al abama, from
10-14 April 2000. One-hundred-seven military judges attended the
semnar fromthe trial judiciaries of the Arny, Navy, Marine Corps,
Coast Guard, and the Air Force. The Chief Mlitary Judge of the
Canadi an Arned Forces al so attended. The 2000 program i ncl uded a
dayl ong synposi um dedi cated to the 50'" Anniversary of the UCM.

The Chief Trial Judge attended the MIlitary Judge’ s Course
conducted by The Arny Judge Advocate General’s School in
Charlottesville, Virginia, from 16-19 May 2000. |In March 2000, one
active duty judge attended the Handling Capital Cases Course put on by
the National Judicial College at Charleston, South Carolina. In June
2000, five active duty judges attended the Crim nal Evidence Course
conducted by the National Judicial College at its Reno, Nevada canpus.

The Chief Trial Judge attended the annual neeting of the Anerican
Bar Association in New York Cty, New York, in July 2000. He serves
on the Executive Committee of the National Conference of Special Court
Judges and as Co-Chair of the Mlitary Courts Conmttee. He also
serves as the Chair of the Mlitary Courts Committee of the Judiciary
D vision, Federal Bar Association. These interactions with civilian
judges are nost beneficial in pronoting a greater nutual understandi ng
of the mlitary and civilian justice systens and the roles of mlitary
and civilian judges.

GOVERNMENT TRI AL & APPELLATE COUNSEL DI VI SI ON

The following figures reflect the division's workload in fiscal year
2000 and the previous four years:

FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00

AFCCA
Briefs Filed 329 434 320 230 151
Cases Argued 27 22 10 11 19



USCAAF
Briefs Filed 80 85 48 29 23
Cases Argued 52 58 59 27 28

SUPREME COURT

Petition Wi vers 4 15 17 2 1
Fil ed
Briefs Filed 0 0 0 0 0

Appel | at e Gover nment Counse

In Novenmber 1999, the Chief, Trial and Appellate Governnent
Counsel Division and five appell ate counsel attended the Crimnal Law
New Devel opnents Course at the Arny Judge Advocate General’s School
In addition to providing new appel |l ate counsel an update in the nost
recent crimnal |aw devel opnents, it was an opportunity for both
appel l ate counsel and trial counsel to spend several hours together
and di scuss ways to better serve the base legal offices. In March
2000, five appell ate counsel also attended the Mlitary Appellate
Advocacy Synposi um sponsored by The Judge Advocate’s Associ ation at
Catholic University School of Law.

In Decenmber 1999, three appellate governnment counsel provided in-
depth training at the Mlitary Justice Adm nistrati on Wrkshop
conducted at The Air Force Judge Advocate Ceneral School. In Apri
2000, an appel |l ate governnent counsel also provided instruction at the
wor kshop conducted at HQ SPACECOM Peterson AFB, Col orado.

Appel | at e government counsel also prepared and provided an
appel | at e update on USCAAF and AFCCA deci sions and trends in case | aw
for five trial counsel workshops at each of the circuits and for the
Article 32 Investigating Oficer’s Course conducted at Barksdal e AFB,
Loui siana, in April 2000. Additionally, appellate governnment counse
provided instruction on nyriad mlitary justice topics at the Trial
and Defense Advocacy Course in January 2000 and the Advanced Tri al
Advocacy Course in May 2000 conducted at The Air Force Judge Advocate
General School .

Appel | at e government counsel contributed to “Project Qutreach,”
sponsored by the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces and the Air
Force Court of Crimnal Appeals, by conducting oral arguments before
audi ences at the United States Air Force Acadeny, Catholic University
School OF Law, Howard University School of Law, The Air Force Judge
Advocat e General School, and at the Geat Hall of the Bar of the Gty
of New York, educating personnel about the fairness and
professionalismof the nilitary justice system

Appel | at e counsel supplenented the division’s web site with the
Novenber and February additions of the Appellate Update, the Decenber
and March Advocacy Conti nui ng Educati on (ACE) Newsl etters and the 2000
Trial Counsel Deskbook. Easy access to these materials enhanced the



briefings provided by appell ate governnent counsel at the Trial and
Def ense Advocacy Course and the Advanced Trial Advocacy Course.

Currently, there are nine reserve judge advocates assigned as

appel | at e governnent counsel. They continue to provide superb
support, greatly assisting the Trial and Appell ate Government Counsel
Division in carrying out its mssion. |In addition to preparing

witten briefs, three of the reserve counsel have presented oral
argunment before the Air Force Court of Crimnal Appeals or the Court
of Appeals for the Arnmed Forces during the fiscal year.

Circuit Trial Counsel

The manni ng aut hori zations for the fiscal year included 17
Crcuit Trial Counsel (CTC) at 3 circuit offices in CONUS, while 4
CTCs cover the Pacific and European theaters, two per theater. During
fiscal year 2000, Grcuit Trial Counsel tried 186 general courts-
martial or 56% of all general courts-martial. |In addition, Crcuit
Trial Counsel tried 31 special courts-martial. Several CTCs attended
the Crinminal Law New Devel opnents Course at the Army JAG School in
Charlottesville, Virginia. The CICs in all five judicial circuits
conduct ed wor kshops for base-level prosecutors. Circuit Trial Counse
also utilized their talents by teaching as adjunct instructors at the
Trial and Defense Advocacy Course and the Advanced Trial and Defense
Advocacy Course

APPELLATE DEFENSE COUNSEL DI VI SI ON

The following figures reflect the division's workload in fisca
year 2000 and the previous four years:



FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00

AFCCA
Cases Briefed 534 505 603 507 398
Oral Argunents 23 22 10 9 15
USCAAF
Suppl enents to 589 527 424 416 330
Petitions
Grant Briefs 39 85 40 26 28
Oral Argunents 45 58 59 23 25

SUPREME COURT

Petitions 5 13 17 0 1
Briefs in Opposition 2 2 1 0 0
Briefs on the Merits 1 1 0 0 0

Training for our appell ate defense counsel renmained one of the
division's highest priorities. Training this fiscal year included
attending civilian appell ate advocacy sem nars sponsored by the
Nati onal Legal Aid and Defender Association, NAACP Legal Defense &
Educati on Fund, Defense Research Institute, and LawRose, Inc.

Appel | at e defense counsel supported trial defense counsel in the
field through active participation in the five annual Chief Crcuit
Def ense Counsel Conferences. During this period, counsel provided
briefings to trial defense practitioners on new devel opnents in
mlitary crimnal law The division also created a web site to
provi de i mmedi ate and useful information, including appellate court
decisions, to the trial defense conmunity enabling themto fornulate
defense tactics and strategies.

Appel | at e defense counsel actively participated in the Area

Def ense Counsel Oientation courses providing | egal guidance to
counsel just beginning their defense counsel tours. Appellate defense
counsel served as adjunct faculty nenbers in the Advanced Tri al
Advocacy Course and Trial and Defense Advocacy Course at the Air Force
Judge Advocate Ceneral School. The Law Ofice Manager al so spoke at
the USAFE and Central Circuit Defense Paral egal Conferences-- bridging
the gap between trial defense and appel |l ate defense paral egal s.

The division hosted a Joint Appell ate Defense Counsel Wrkshop
wi th appellate counsel fromthe Arny, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast
GQuard appel | ate defense offices. Several high profile counsel from
the civilian sector also attended. The workshop fostered
communi cation and cross-feed between the individual appellate defense
conmuni ties on matters of mutual concern. This has resulted in
greater cooperation and sharing of information between the services.



Appel | at e defense counsel also contributed to “Project Qutreach,”
sponsored by the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces and the Air
Force Court of Crimnal Appeals.

TRI AL DEFENSE DI VI SI ON

The Trial Defense Division is responsible for providing all trial
defense services within the Air Force through Area Defense Counsel
(ADC), Defense Paralegals (DP), Circuit Defense Counsel (CDC), and
Chief Circuit Defense Counsel (CCDC). These personnel report to the
Chief, Trial Defense Division (JAJD), who reports to the Director,
United States Air Force Judiciary (JAJ).

The ADC office at McClellan AFB, California, in the western
circuit was closed this year due to inpending closure of the
installation. A new ADC office was opened at Bolling AFB, Washi ngton,
D.C., inthe Eastern Crcuit. The division is manned with 81 ADCs
stationed at 71 bases worldwi de. They are assisted by 72 DPs. The
di vision has 21 CDCs and 5 CCDCs. The CCDCs, along with all but four
of the CDCs, are stationed at the circuit offices |ocated at Bolling
AFB, DC, Randol ph AFB, Texas; Travis AFB, California;, Ranstein AB,
CGermany; and Yokota AB, Japan. A single defense paral egal
superintendent is assigned to each of the three CONUS circuits.

The continui ng success of the Air Force's Area Defense Programis
largely attributable to its i ndependence and its energi zed personnel .
QO her than advising and representing clients, training remains the
division's top priority. Aside fromon-the-job training and nmentoring
that is provided by CCDCs and CDCs, newly appoi nted defense counsel
receive formal training at the Area Defense Counsel Orientation and at
annual wor kshops conducted by each Crcuit. DP training is conducted
at annual circuit DP conferences. The division also provided adjunct
faculty menbers for the Trial and Defense Advocacy and the Advanced
Trial Advocacy Courses, held at the Air Force Judge Advocate Ceneral
School .

M LI TARY JUSTI CE DI VI SI ON

The Mlitary Justice Division prepares opinions and policy
positions for The Judge Advocate CGeneral and for the Air Force Board
for Correction of MIlitary Records. They also assenble reports on
mlitary justice requested by the Wite House, Congress, DoD and the
Air Staff. The division chief represents the Air Force on the DoD
Joint Service Conmittee on MIlitary Justice and the deputy division
chief acts as the Executive Secretary to the Comm ttee. The di vi sion
al so provided representatives to all interservice activities involving
mlitary justice and support for the Code Commttee.



During the course of the past year, the Mlitary Justice Division
served as the action agency for the review of military justice issues
on applications submtted to the Air Force Board for Correction of
Mlitary Records. The division provided 75 fornal opinions concerning
such applications. They also received 281 inquiries in specific cases
requiring either formal witten replies or tel ephonic replies to
senior officials, including the President and nmenbers of Congress. The
Mlitary Justice Division also reviewed 60 records of trial for review
under Article 69a, UCMI; 7 records under Article 69b, UCMIJ; and 1
record under Article 73, UCMI.

The division co-taught the annual Mlitary Justice Adm nistration
Wrkshops with the Governnment Trial and Appellate Counsel Division.
In January 2000, the office also trained approximtely 35 personnel
from4 mlitary installations on victimand w tness assistance at
Travis AFB, California.

CLEMENCY, CORRECTI ONS & OFFI CER REVI EW DI VI SI ON

The division's prinmary responsibilities continue to be (1)
recommend appropriate disposition of statutorily required sentence
review actions by the Secretary of the Air Force in officer and cadet
di sm ssal cases; (2) reconmmend action by The Judge Advocate General or
the Secretary of the Air Force, as appropriate, to effect statutorily
aut hori zed cl enency for nmenbers of the Air Force under court-marti al
sentence; (3) represent The Judge Advocate General on the Air Force
Cl enmency and Parol e Board; (4) make recommendations for the Secretary
of the Air Force to the Attorney General on Presidential Pardon
applications by court-martialed Air Force nenbers; and (5) advise The
Judge Advocate Ceneral and the Security Forces Center on corrections
i ssues.

At the end of fiscal year 2000, a total of 593 Air Force
personnel were in confinenent. O those, 115 inmates were in | ong-
termconfinenent at the United States Disciplinary Barracks, Fort
Leavenwort h, Kansas, and 97 were serving tine in the Federal Bureau of
Prisons system A total of seven inmates were enrolled in the Ar
Force Return-to-Duty Rehabilitation Programduring this period, with
one graduating and being returned to duty. The nunber of Air Force
inmates on parole at the end of fiscal year 2000 was 120, a 12 percent
decrease fromlast fiscal year

Al R FORCE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL SCHOCL

The Air Force Judge Advocate General (AFJAG School is one of
ei ght professional continuing education schools within Ar
University's Ira C. Eaker College for Professional Devel opment at
Maxwel | Air Force Base, Al abama. The AFJAG School is located in the
WIlliamL. Dickinson Law Center, a 56,000 square foot, state-of-the
art facility dedicated in 1993. The Di ckinson Law Center al so houses
the David C. Mrehouse Center for Paral egal Studies and the Air Force
Legal Information Services Division (JAS). The AFJAG School provides
| egal education and training to judge advocates, civilian attorneys,
and paralegals fromall mlitary services and nany foreign countries;



provides legal instruction at 18 other Air University coll eges and
school s; publishes The Mlitary Commander and the Law, The Air Force
Law Revi ew, and The Reporter; and maintains AFJAG Departnent |iaison
with mlitary and civilian professional organizations, |aw schools,
and states requiring continuing |egal education.

AFJAG School Cour ses

The AFJAG School conducts 32 separate courses offered 46 tines
each year. This includes sonme courses, such as the Judge Advocate
Staff Oficer Course (JASOC) and Paral egal Apprentice Course (PAC),
that are offered multiple tines every year. While nost courses are
offered in-residence at the AFJAG School, others are conducted off-
site or by utilizing distance |earning technologies. 1In Fiscal Year
2000, over 4,200 students attended AFJAG School courses, including
over 2,000 in-residence students at the AFJAG School. AFJAG School
courses, workshops, and sem nars incl ude:

Acci dent Investigation Board Legal Advisor Course
Advanced Environnmental Law Course

Advanced Labor and Enpl oynent Law Course

Advanced Trial Advocacy Course

Air Force Reserve Annual Survey of the Law

Air Force Systens and Logistics Contracting Course

Air National Guard Annual Survey of the Law

Cainms and Tort Litigation Course

Depl oyed Air Reserve Conponent Operations and Law Course
Depl oyed Fi scal Law and Contingency Contracting Course
Envi ronnment al Law Course (basic)

Envi ronnmental Law Updat e Course

Eur opean Survey of the Law

Federal Enpl oyee Labor Law Course

Federal |ncone Tax Law Course

Fi scal Law Course

I nformation Operations Law Course

I nternational Law Course

Judge Advocate Staff O ficer Course

Law O fi ce Manager Course

Legal Aspects of Information Operations Course
Mlitary Judges’ Seninar

Mlitary Justice Adm nistration Wrkshop

Negoti ati ons and Appropriate D spute Resolution Course
Qperations Law Course (wth JAG FLAG Exerci se)

Paci fic Survey of the Law

Par al egal Apprentice Course

Par al egal Craftsman Course



Reserve Forces Judge Advocate Course
Reserve Forces Paral egal Course
Staff Judge Advocate Course

Trial and Defense Advocacy Course

Of-Site Education

The AFJAG School conducts four “Surveys of the Law for judge
advocates and paralegals in the Air Force Reserves and Air Nationa
Guard. The surveys are held at a civilian conference facility in
Denver, Col orado. The surveys provided a conci se update on recent
devel opnents in nmilitary justice and civil law. Nearly 600 judge
advocates and paral egals fromthe reserve conponents attended a survey
in Fiscal Year 2000.

Di stance Learning

The AFJAG School offers two courses each year, the Fiscal Law
Course and the Air Force Systens and Logistics Contracting Course
(AFSLCC), by satellite broadcast to Air Force and Arny installations
t hroughout the United States. |In Fiscal Year 2000, over 1,250
students participated in courses via satellite. This included over
1,000 students in the Fiscal Law Course and 235 students in AFSLCC.

Al so, the 5-1evel Paral egal Journeyman Course is offered as a non-
resident course in both paper and CD-ROM formats. The Paral ega
Journeynman Course was the first career devel opnent course in Air Force
history to be offered in a CD-ROM fornmat.

Qut si de Teachi ng

In addition to teaching within the AFJAG School, the faculty
provi des approxi mately 1,800 hours of |egal education and training
each year in the follow ng colleges, schools, and courses within Air
University: Air War Coll ege; Air Command and Staff Coll ege; Squadron
O ficer College; College of Aerospace Doctrine, Research, and
Education; International Oficers School; Basic Oficer Training
Cour se; Conmi ssioned O ficer Training Course; USAF First Sergeants’
Acadeny; Seni or Nonconmi ssioned O ficer Acadeny; G oup Commanders’
Course; On-Scene Conmmanders’ Course; Professional MIlitary Conptroller
School ; and Chaplain Oientation Course.

The AFJAG School continued its support of the Expanded
International MIlitary Education and Training (E-1MET) Programin
Fi scal Year 2000. E-IMET is a Security Assistance Program (22 U S. C
§ 2347) managed by the State Departnment. It furthers U S. foreign
policy goals under the Foreign Assistance Act by providing training on
human rights and denocratic principles to mlitary |eaders in nations
identified as emergi ng denocracies. Air Force judge advocates
participated in 23 joint service E-IMET training events in Fiscal Year
2000. These progranms provided training to | eaders from 16 nati ons,
i ncl udi ng, anong others, Kenya, Russia, Slovakia, Bolivia, the Czech
Republic, Croatia, and Bosni a.

Publ i cati ons
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The AFJAG School published two editions of The Air Force Law
Revi ew, a professional |egal journal conprised of articles of interest
to Air Force judge advocates and paral egals, civilian attorneys, and
others involved in mlitary law The Air Force Law Review is a forum
for frank discussion of current |egislative, adm nistrative, and
judicial devel opments. Four editions of The Reporter were published
in Fiscal Year 2000. This included a special edition in |ate 1999
commenorating the 50th anniversary of the AFJAG Departnent. The
Reporter is the AFJAG Departnent’s quarterly |egal publication and
contains general interest articles for practitioners in the field.
The AFJAG School’s nost popul ar publication is The MIlitary Conmander
and the Law, a six hundred plus page conpendi um of concise articles on
the full range of legal issues conmanders face. The printed version
of The Mlitary Commander and the Law is revised every two years and
over 20,000 copies are distributed worldwi de. Distribution of the
2000 edition was conpleted |late |ast year. An on-line version is
avail able at http://mlcomjag.af.ml and is updated every six nonths.

LEGAL | NFORVATI ON SERVI CES

Continuing its efforts to ensure personnel have expansive,
accurate research capabilities, FLITE, along with our Unified Law
Library (ULL) initiative, significantly enhanced conputer-ai ded | egal
research and information cross-flow capabilities within the Departnent
of Defense. FLITE provided the Departnent with access to up-to-date
judicial opinions and court information, hosting web sites for the
Court of Appeals for the Arned Forces, the Air Force Court of Crinina
Appeal s, the three Boards for Correction of Mlitary Records, the Ar
Force Di scharge Review Board, and Air Force Mlitary Trial Judges.
The ULL expanded our relationship with on-line |egal research
provi ders, opening volunes of legal research material to our field
of fi ces—especially those in renote and depl oyed | ocati ons where paper-
based libraries are mnimal or non-existent. Access to all Lexis-
Nexi s dat abases was provided to all Ar Force |legal offices. Further
ai di ng our depl oyed personnel, the Manual for Courts-Martial and
Mlitary Justice Reporters were published on CD-ROM and added to our
depl oynment and crash kits along with an annotated U.S. Code from
Lexis. FLITE al so began pilot prograns with our sister service JAG
Departnents, allowing their personnel to access service-specific
versions of FLITE. Additionally, to encourage conmmunication between
our field offices, FLITE established electronic forunms where base-
level trial practitioners can discuss mlitary justice issues.

Qur Automated Mlitary Justice Adm nistrative Managenment System
(AMJIAMS), now in its third full release, expanded the infornmation
available to mlitary justice offices throughout the Departnent, while
al so upgrading the systemto the Secure Socket Layer 3 protocol for
increased security of data transmssion. Field offices now have the
ability to access the sane graphical reports provided to The Judge
Advocate General’'s O fice for Article 6, UCM] visits. Newy devel oped
i ndi vidual case reports conpile all information on a case in one
report, providing users a conplete, up-to-date picture of any case in
the system Reports for cases in progress and processing tines for
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general and special courts-martial have al so been consolidated into a
nore useful reference tool. For Article 15 cases, AMJIAMS now

i ncorporates the Form 3070, with integrated data entry for the form
and dat abase to facilitate case preparation and accuracy. Finally,
on-line reports have been added to the trial judiciary and appellate
nodul es, allowi ng nore efficient case tracking at these |evels.
Overall, AMIAMS has expanded information delivery options, increased
functionality, and inproved the military justice process.

Ajoint effort between the Legal |Information Services Resource
Managenent Division and the Trial Judiciary began testing
i mpl ement ati on of voice-recognition technology for court reporting.
Voi ce-recogni ti on systens prom se to ease the transcribing burden on
our court reporters while increasing the efficiency of preparing
records of trial. This pilot programw || continue into FY 2001 and
wi Il expand to include paral egals acting as contingency court
reporters.

PERSONNEL

As of 30 Septenber 2000, there were 1,320 judge advocates on
duty. Conpany grade officers (captains and first |ieutenants) nade up
slightly over half of that nunber (653). Nearly 25% were majors (323)
and 16% were lieutenant colonels (212). Roughly 9% were col onel s
(123) and above, including two major generals and three brigadier
general s.

W LLIAM A. MOORVAN
Maj or General, USAF
The Judge Advocate Cenera
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